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The Moral Regeneration 
of Germany 


Mr. Pauck: National Socialism has shown itself to the world as a movement 
that must be morally condemned. Thus, the problem of the moral regeneration 
of Germany is a very crucial one. In asking how the moral regeneration of the 
Germans can take place, we are seeking to find out how Germany can again be- 
come a peace-loving and world-responsible nation. I myself believe that there is 
definitely a hope that this will occur. 


Mr. Lerner: I am pretty pessimistic about the chances of doing anything, at 
least in this generation, with Germany and in Germany. You see, I believe that 
what happened in Germany during that whole Hitler period was that something 
collapsed—men’s sense of society collapsed. The kinship of man to man, the 
connective tissue that ties us together as individuals and that makes us decent 
to each other, collapsed. If it is true that that collapsed, then it will take a terri- 
bly long time to rebuild it. 


Mr. Pautpine: We are here among the ruins, and I would like to know exact- 
ly why, fundamentally, we do hope that the Germans will be regenerated. It is, 
of course immediately, I believe, because we want to live in peace with them. It 
is because we want to have them live a decent kind of life in their own country. 
But what worries me terribly about this discussion which we are beginning here 

is that when the Germans are regenerated (because I believe that every nation 
in the world is composed of men who are capable of perfection), what kind of a 
world are we going to invite them to live in? 


Mr. Pauck: You were in Germany quite recently, I understand, Lerner. 
What was your impression about the Germans and the chances about which 


Paulding is speaking? 
Mr. LERNER: I came away from Germany feeling that I had looked upon the 
face of evil. I came away very shaken by what I saw. I remember, for example, 


standing in Cologne. It was the day that our troops were fighting in the city and 
were taking it. I remember standing there and looking at the devastation all 


I 
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around us, and I remember thinking to myself what a terribly big war machine 
we have and what devastation it could wreak all over Germany. Then I remem- 
ber thinking, “Yes, but long before the American troops came to complete the 
devastation of the German physical landscape, something had happened in | 
Germany to destroy the German moral landscape, and that something was 
naziism.’’ Naziism is a system of power; naziism is an outlook on life. Hitler had | 
destroyed the inner soul of the German people long before we came there to de- 
stroy any of the German cities or the German landscape. 


Mr. Paucx: But the Germans themselves did not all, as one people, become 
victims of the Nazis. There were some who protested against the totalitarian | 
ambitions and schemes of‘ Hitler and his crew. 


Mr. LERNER: I am sure that there were some who protested. I do not want to 
labor this point, but I think that there was a chance for the Germans to show | 
that, even though the little individual was a helpless atom against the big Nazi 
police and army machine, once the Americans and the British and the Russians 
came to smash this power of the Nazis, these little individuals might have risen 
up and taken real measures of vengeance against their masters (in the way 
that the Italians did), but they did not in Germany. 


Mr. Pautpinc: The Italians never were as completely permeated with 
fascism as, I think, of course, the Germans were permeated with naziism. But 
the worst thing about the situation—this uprising that you wanted—is that. 
fascism and naziism do not just bind all the evil together. They bind the evil 
with the good; they bind all sorts of virtues; they actually protect evil, because | 
the virtues of patriotism, the virtues of endurance, of courage, still act. It is a | 
terrible thing that it should be that way, but it is. 


Mr. Lerner: It is not that I wanted an uprising from the Germans. I do not | 
think that anybody in one country can demand that people in another country | 
do things like that. We are talking now about the moral feeling of the Germans, | 
and I submit to you gentlemen that there was a terrible moral corrosion among 
the Germans and that the proof of it is that the Germans never really faced the 
sense of responsibility for what they did. 


Mr. Paucx: I do not think that you can say that so outspokenly and so gen- 
erally, because not only have many Germans suffered the consequences of actual 
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resistance against the Nazis but also numerous ones—thousands of them—were 
actually killed and executed. But, what is more important yet, there were move- 
ments in Germany which have consistently, since the beginning of the Nazi 
regime, resisted. 


Mr. Lerner: Of course, I agree with you. Many did resist. For example, I 
was looking the other day at a book called The Brown Book of the Hitler Terror, 
which was published ten years ago, and it was filled with instances of labor 
leaders, for example, who died in the act of resisting naziism in those early stages 
and of some-churchmen who also did. 


Mr. Pauck: It is very important to estimate correctly the significance of the 
resistance on the part of the churches, both the Protestant and the Roman 
Catholic.? 


Mr. Pavutpine: I agree with you that that resistance was very important. 
But I think that Lerner was getting at something a minute ago which I would 
like to have somebody go into a little further. At what crucial moment was the 
German guilt in permitting naziism to come into existence? When was that? Be- 
cause that is the point where the guilt lies. Once it is established, you cannot ask 
heroic virtue of people to get out and get massacred. We do ask it, but, practical- 
ly speaking, it is impossible. But there must have been one moment to which we 
could point. 


Mr. LERNER: Let us agree that men are not heroes. Let us agree to that. 
Certainly, once they are confronted by the terrible power of the massive state 
machine, they are not heroes. But there was an earlier stage at which they might 
have gotten together, whether in the churches, or in the trade-unions, or in the 
universities, or wherever else it is. They might have gotten together in the early 
stages, let us say, when Brown Shirts first appeared on the German streets and 
began bashing heads in. At that moment, however, they did not do it, did they? 


Mr. Paucx: That is to be admitted, and one can blame the Germans for 
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that. On the other hand, it has also to be said that what Paulding calls virtues 
that are hidden under the cloak of a totalitarian regime have actually come to 
the fore in the course of the last decade or so, and I would point particularly to | 
the anti-Nazi political activities on the part of the churchmen. 

Mr. Lerner: I do not deny that there were instances of individual heroism / 
on the part of the churchmen, but let me again submit to both you gentlemen . 
whether it is not true that what we have had in Germany is the complete col- 
lapse and bankruptcy of the Christian churches when they are viewed as a mili- 
tant force against injustice and inhumanity. 


Mr. Pavutpinc: That is a terrible thing which you have said. 
Mr. Lerner: I mean it. 


Mr. Pautpine: I know that you mean it, and as a Catholic it hurts me very 
much, and Iam sure that it hurts Pauck as a Protestant terribly. I would like to, 
out of fairness to religious movements (and I am speaking not as a Catholic; I 
am speaking as somebody who does believe that religion exists somewhere), 
wish that you would realize that this is the whole trial of Christianity which you 
are bringing up. On this occasion it is just a specific paroxysm of evil that it 
failed to annihilate, but, after all, it is the whole history of Christianity with its 
compromises, with its adjustments to social conditions, with its being linked to 
classes, and everything else of that kind. 


Mr. Pauck: I left Germany in 1925, having been born and reared there, and 
I cannot accept, Lerner, your sweeping statement concerning the complete col- 
lapse of moral responsibility in Germany. I am of the conviction that there are 
forces alive in Germany today that can assert themselves in terms of moral as | 
well as political responsibility. 


Mr. LERNER: My statement was sweeping not with respect to individuals. | 
Let me get that very clear. There were individuals who showed militancy and_ 
heroism. It was sweeping with respect to the institutions. I do think that this’ 
was a moral crisis not only of Germany; it was a moral crisis of modern history; | 
it was a moral crisis of humanity. In that great moral crisis we might have had 
some reason to believe that the institutions, upon which we have depended in 
the past to show humanity, would stand up as real bulwarks with real courage. 
All that I say is that they did not do that. 


Mr. Paucx: I do not want to labor the point, but, nevertheless, the record 
stands that the German churches—and very significant groups in the resistance 
groups within Protestantism and among the leaders of the Roman Catholic 
bishops—have, in the name of the institution, come to the fore and separated 
themselves with a clear voice from National Socialism and all its work. 
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Mr. LERNER: It is significant that you do not mention the Jews; and, of 
course, the real reason that one cannot mention the Jews is that the Jews were 
killed by the Nazis. While they were killed, the other churches stood around and 
did nothing. 


Mr. Pautpine: As a Catholic, I would give anything to have a Catholic 
offer up his life every time a Jew dies anywhere by oppression or by violence. 
_ They know that it was ghastly and terrible, but it is not a question of the Catho- 
lics’ belonging in Germany to the dominating class; they belonged to an extreme- 
ly German society with all its failures and with all its historical growth. 


Mr. LERNER: Fine, fine, and let us, therefore, put the blame on the whole 
social system which we had developed in the Western world and which found 
its greatest vulnerability where it was most weak—in Germany. We can well 
ask the Germans now to retrace their steps in finding their strength once again 
in moving back into decent world society. In order to retrace their steps, I sug- 
gest that they must first face the fact of their guilt as a people and, secondly, 
that the individuals must face their own responsibility for what happened, be- 
cause Germany really did something to humanity. Thirdly and finally, I suggest 
that the Germans must understand the deep alienation between them and the 
rest of the world—the moral recoil of the whole world from what they did. 


Mr. Pauck: To that I should like to say two things. In the first place, there 
are, according to my conviction, forces derived from German history which will 
assert themselves to make possible what you demand of them, and, in the second 
place, I should like to say that what is very much necessary is a deep propagan- 
dizing of the Germans so that they are made to understand precisely what 
National Socialism has meant. 


Mr. PAvuLpInc: You have brought up two questions—what the Germans can 
do for themselves and by themselves and what we can do to help them learn to 
help themselves. I would like to hear something positive on those points. What 
can we, the United Nations, do in Germany legitimately? 


Mr. Lerner: Let me put it in very concrete terms—one, two, three—and I 
am going to put it rather brutally: (1) I think that we can bring to trial and 
punish the big criminals, and that includes the big people in the army, the big 
people in the party, and the big people in industry; (2) we can take the little 
criminals, since we cannot kill them all, and disfranchise them; and (3) we can 
take the millions of those who shared passively in the guilt of the big criminals, 
and we can use them as labor to rebuild the ravaged areas of the people around 
them. That is, as you see, putting it very bluntly. 
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Mr. Pautprnc: That is very precise. Let us consider each one of those things | 
in turn. What about the first? What do you think about the punishment of war | 
criminals? There is not much discussion on that, is there? ~ | 


Mr. Pavck: The trials of war criminals, it seems to me, would be effective | 
for the moral regeneration of Germany only if they are based upon certain | 
standards of justice that are universally recognized. Would you not agree to that? 


Mr. Pautpine: I agree to that. 


Mr. LERNER: Let me say “universally,” but not in Germany. Let us say 
laws which are universally recognized by decent people outside of Germany. | 


Mr. Pautpinc: Do we not want to avoid having legends grow up in Germany 
as they did last time? It would be very interesting to know what you think about | 
Hitler’s death. Was it fortunate or was it unfortunate? Did we avoid a great em- 
barrassment by avoiding his trial? 


Mr. LERNER: I would myself say that, whatever might be true of a trial of 
Hitler, certainly we must have trials of the big Nazi criminals in order to show 
the German people just how far the world has been alienated from them. Other- 
wise they will not understand. Many of them now do not even know that they | 
have lost the war, and they certainly do not know the tremendous moral recoil 
of the rest of the world from them. If you are going to eliminate the trials, they 
will never find out. 


Mr. Pauck: But you do believe, do you not, that if justice is asserted in these 
trials the Germans themselves will be able to recognize it as such? 


Mr. Lerner: It will have to be our justice, not the justice which has pre- 
vailed in Germany for the last fifteen years. 


Mr. Pauck: That is true! 


Mr. Pautpine: I do not like the words “our justice.” There is a world-wide | 
justice—an ancient tradition of justice. 


Mr. Lerner: By “our,” I mean the world against which naziism revolted. 


Mr. PAvLpInec: Right! I am all with you there. How about the disfranchise- | 
ment? : | 


Mr. Pauck: Do you mean by “‘disfranchisement” a withdrawal of the politi- 
cal rights and privileges from those who were members of the Nazi party? 

Mr. LERNER: Let us be specific about that. I am talking now of the whole of. 

: | 


: 


the Gestapo, all the S.S. people, the whole Nazi party, all the people who belonged 
to that, the leaders of the German youth. We cannot kill them even though 
most of them are guilty, but we do want to remove the virus from the German 
body politic. I, therefore, suggest that the way to do that is to deprive them of 
the right to vote or to hold office for the rest of their lives in Germany. That does 
not mean depriving them of the protection of German law; it simply means de- 
priving them of the right to shape the future destiny of Germany. 


Mr. Pauck: What about the draft of labor which you also mentioned before? 
I should think that if that resulted in the imposition of slavery upon the Ger- 
mans, it would be something most dangerous for the moral world order within 
the limits of which the Germans must live. 


Mr. LERNER: I am not talking about slavery ; I am talking of making amends. 
Let us again see this in terms of what is going to happen to the Germans morally. 
It seems to me almost a truism (it is really very simple and elementary, is it not?) 
that when people have committed terrible crimes against their neighbors, one 
of the steps in the moral reconstruction of themselves is to have them make 
amends for the crimes which they have committed. Just consider, gentlemen, the 
depopulation of the countries around Germany at the hands of the Germans 
which has upset the whole balance of population in Europe. I am suggesting 
that surely we havea right, for example, to ask that the German people make 
amends for that. 

Mr. PauLpine: We have a right to hope that they will want to do it, too. I 
understand that your draft Jabor (you do not want to call it slave labor) will be 
under international protection. 


Mr. Lerner: There will be an international group which will inspect and to 
which reports will be made. There will be standards of living that will be main- 


tained for those men. 

Mr. Pautprinc: That reminds me horribly of what used to be said of slavery 
in the South. It was said that the slaves were all so happy and so nicely taken 
care of. Without consent it remains slave labor—you cannot get away from it. 
Can we admit slave labor anywhere? 

Mr. Lerner: I would certainly say that to call the reconstruction by Ger- 
mans of the areas of Europe which were ravaged at the hands of the Germans 
“slavery” seems to me to be a gross distortion of our own moral values, gentle- 
men. 

Mr. Pauck: We must not forget either, it seems to me, that Germany itself 
was ravaged by the terrible effectiveness of the weapons of the Allies. 
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Mr. LERNER: I insist that Germany was ravaged before the Allies ever came 
there. 


Mr. Paucx: That is to be admitted. However, at the same time the Germans . 
have paid a heavy price for the fact that they started the war. | 
Mr. Lerner: I am glad that they did. This is the first war which the Ger- 
mans have fought in which they finally found out that a nation cannot start a . 
war and go on with it and try to destroy its neighbors and not pay any price 


for it. 


Mr. Pauck: They have paid a price already. We must not forget that. 


Mr. LERNER: It is not too heavy, gentlemen. It is not too heavy, if they do 
not recognize that they have lost the war and if they do not recognize that the 
whole world recoils from what Germany did. | 


Mr. Pauck: The question then arises of how we can make them come to such 
a recognition. You have used the term “recognize.” It seems to me that the mor- 
al regeneration of Germany cannot begin unless a commencement is made by 
the Germans themselves. 


Mr. LERNER: I agree. It seems to me that we cannot impose our will on the 
Germans as to how they will retrace their steps and once more learn how to 
walk. 


Mr Pavtpinec: I am awfully glad to hear you say that because, you know, 
during the war people had the thesis that the guilt of Germans went back to | 
Julius Caesar or before. They overnight produced plans which from outside | 
would change completely the nature of the German people. I think that that | 
is very stupid. 


Mr. LERNER: I do not hold that view. 


Mr. Pautpinc: I know you do not so long as you admit that the rebirth of | 
German political activity has to come about sometime. 


. 


Mr. Lerner: I would go further. I would say that the main burden of re- | 
education of Germany must be done by Germans but that it must be done by 
the Germans who have paid an admission price for this privilege. For me the 
admission price is that the Germans must have been in a concentration camp. 
That, to me, is a practical test as to whether a man in Germany was really an 
anti-Nazi or not. 


Mr. Paucx: That, it seems to me, would limit the number of those who can 
be intrusted with the leadership of the new Germany. : 
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Mr. Lerner: It is not I who limit that number; it is the Germans who have 
limited the number by what they did. 


Mr. Pauck: To be sure, but the anti-Nazis who have been and still are in 
Germany were not all confined to concentration camps. There are other forces 
alive. 


Mr. LERNER: When I was recently in Germany and saw a lot of civilians 
and German prisoners, everybody was anti-Nazi. They all said to me, “We are 
little people. We were against Hitler, but what could we do?” If you are going 
to take them at their professions, then the whole of Germany is anti-Nazi and 
needs no regeneration. 


Mr. PAvuLpine: That is all right, but I would like to quote something to you. 
When Leon Blum came out of prison to France, he said, in a most extraordinary 
statement, that “participation in the resistance does not confer the right to gov- 
ern a country.” I will add that participation in suffering does not confer the 
right to govern a country either. A nation must reabsorb not only its heroes 
but the people whom it has oppressed, too. It has to reabsorb them, but it can- 
not give them a primacy. We cannot make the political test of aptitude simply 
on such a sweeping thing as concentration camps. 


Mr. Lerner: I do not make that my test of aptitude; I make that the ad- 
mission price which a German must pay. After he has paid that admission price 
—that is, to be considered as one capable of guiding the other Germans in the 
press, on the radio, and in the schools—I would then ask the very exacting ques- 
tion, ‘‘Has he the ability to do this job?” Surely, there are many Germans with 
ability along those three lines who cannot pay the admission price and who will, 
if given the chance, further nazify the German mind. 


Mr. Paucx: I do not agree with you when you seem not to take seriously the 
fact that the Germans under the Nazi regime were prevented from expressing 
themselves. I believe that there were large sections of the German population 
who were Nazi, but I also am of the conviction that there were many, awakening 
too late, who from the very beginning, once they realized what National Social- 
ism was, were set against it. Upon them I would pin my hope. 


} Mr. Lerner: They had a chance to express themselves once we came in. I do 
not recall reading in the papers any reports to the effect that American troops 
had to prevent enraged mobs of Germans from dealing with their Nazi masters. 


Mr. Paucx: At the hour of defeat one does not express one’s self freely. 


Mr. Pautpinc: That is absolutely true. At the hour of defeat everybody is 
absolutely broken down and finished. 


Mr. Lerner: I would say that it is in the hour of defeat that a nation has a 
chance to regain its dignity, as the Italians did. However, perhaps we should not} 
labor this point further. : 
| 

Mr. Pavtprnc: It is time in our discussion that we consider, if there is going; 
to be a rebirth of German political activity, how soon we are going to speak to 
the Germans at all. On the other side, how soon are they going to be allowed to 


speak to us? 


Mr. LERNER: The nonfraternization rule, it seems to me, must be a very} 
temporary one. It is a good one at the present time, simply to prove to the Ger- 
mans that there is what I call the “moral recoil’ from them. But very soon 
should say that we must once more make contact with the Germans and hel 
them to reestablish themselves. 


Mr. Paucx: There is a great danger that we will superimpose ourselves upo: 
Germany as moral judges. Further, I should like to say that we must preven 
by all means Germany’s becoming isolated from the rest of the world. 


Mr. LERNER: I am glad that you bring up the question of our superimposin 
ourselves as moral judges. I have a feeling that if we had enough unity withi 
ourselves and enough moral passion about our own democracy, we could do 
good deal to change the minds of the German people. I think, for example, tha 
the Russians will do a good deal to reshape the minds of the Germans in thei 
area of Germany. But we do not have the unity. May I ask, for example, wha 
would we teach the Germans? Would we teach them the sanctity of privat 
property? Would we teach them the merits and virtues of acquisitiveness? 


Mr. Pauck: The Germans must teach themselves. It is not a question o 
what we can teach them. The best that we can do is to establish conditions with- 
in which they can themselves live as both economically and politically respon- 
sible citizens of the world. 


Mr. Pavutpine: I do not like any attempt in disclaiming moral superiority. 
I would not like to have that interpreted as taking away German guilt at all. 
But I do think that we really should consider that when these people (they wil 2 
be regenerated, if anybody knows what that means, and they will become decent 
good people) do become regenerated, if ever (I do not care how long it takes) 
what world will they enter then? It is a situation very much like the South her 
in America. We cannot improve conditions in America unless we improve condi. 
tions everywhere. Likewise, we cannot improve conditions in Germany or i 
Europe unless we improve conditions everywhere. 
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Mr. Pauck: The moral regeneration of Germany cannot be effected unless 
the Germans are made to feel that they carry certain political responsibilities 
themselves. Therefore, the political world order will be of primary significance 
for the future. 


Mr. Lerner: Very specifically, the Germans are today a great danger not so 
much because there is any chance that the Nazis will rebuild their strength in 
the next ten years but because they divide the United Nations. They are a 
wedge between the Allies. That is the real danger of the Germans. 


Mr. Pavutpine: You mean because they are available raw material for any- 
body to use? 


Mr. LERNER: That is right, and because there are great stakes of power for 
which each of the United Nations will bid in order to get some of that strength 
on its side in this anarchic world of ours. 


Mr. PAvuLpine: Had the United Nations not better get a little bit more 
united so that they do not bid for this thing as a coal field they are all attack- 
ing from every side to grab? 


Mr. Pauck: We cannot say that they are disunited, but what is significant is 
to work out a common policy toward the Germans so that it will not happen that 
Germany is divided into various parts that can be played off one against another. 


Mr. Lerner: I would also suggest that we must think in terms of ourselves. 
If we are thinking in terms of reeducating Germany, we must also think about 
our own reeducation. 


Mr. Paucx: I am glad to hear that. 


Mr. Lerner: I say, “Physician, medicine thyself!’’ One of the things which 
strikes me very hard is the recent news that we are cutting off our shipments of 
meat to the starving people all over Europe. 


Mr. PAvtpinc: That is a revolting thing. 


Mr. Lerner: Surely an American people which can feel that way about the 
people who are really starving and dying all over Europe does not have any genu- 
ine moral passion which fits them to educate other people. 


Mr. Pavuprnc: Certainly not. There is another point, too. What I hated in 
Germany, far more than their going to war, has always been the racial policy. 
Other countries have gone to war again and again in history, and nobody hated 
them at all. It is the racial thing. Do you not feel that we are in a terrible dan- 
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ger here on that, not only for our Jews, not only for our Negroes, but in the war) 
we are fighting with Japan? Japan is a Fascist power. It-is a justifiable, a fine 
war. We hope that we win. But in the course of it, by the accident that they have) 
yellow skins, we have run the risk of developing a racial feeling which will ruin 
all future society. 


Mr. Pauck: Not only the Germans have developed racialism and anti-. 
Semitism. These racial prejudices are alive all over the world, and it strikes me 
that they are very much alive in this country. We cannot hope for a future 
world order unless there is a common recognition of the enemy which has been 
permitted to run loose in Germany. 
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Mr. LERNER: Of course, as far as the future is concerned, our choice is a 
choice among chaos, conquest, or law. 


Mr. Pauck: We agree that the moral regeneration of Germany is a task, if i 
can be called a “task,” that must be fulfilled by the Germans themselves. Lerner, 
you are more pessimistic than Paulding and I are that the Germans will actually 
become the responsible partners of one world; but we are of one mind in our con: 
viction that whatever measures are undertaken by the victorious powers toward 
the Germans must be not only to repress National Socialism forever and to mak 
it disappear from the face of the earth but also to channel the moral responsibili 
ties of the people of the United Nations into a continuous participation in worl 
politics. 


SSS 
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What Do You Think? 


. How can the German nation “retrace” its steps to find its strength once again 
to come back into a decent world society? What would be your definition of 
the goals for the creation of a new Germany? Do you agree with Paulding 
that any people can be morally regenerated? How optimistic are you about 
the time to accomplish this? What are the first steps that must be taken? Who 
should be responsible for leadership? What forces in German history can and 
must be asserted to make this possible? 


. To what extent are the German people morally responsible for the crimes of 
the German state? Would you support the thesis that in order to be morally 
reborn the German people must first feel some measure of guilt and then 
make some sort of amends for what they did? What positive attitudes must 
be created to redeem and reeducate the German people from the moral decay 
of naziism? Do we need to do more than establish the conditions under which 
the Germans can live as responsible citizens of the world? 


. Do you agree that lack of moral unity among Americans makes almost im- 
possible agreement upon a definite program of reeducation for Germany? 
Would you say that this means that the burden of reeducation thus falls upon 
the Germans themselves? What reeducation program might be carried out 
successfully? What is American responsibility for it? 

. What groups within Germany were in opposition to the Nazis? What would 
you make the test of an anti-Nazi? Are all anti-Nazi groups necessarily pro- 
democratic? What are the prospects, in your opinion, of building a demo- 
cratic Germany? Discuss and evaluate in detail Mr. Lerner’s three-point pro- 
gram of what the United Nations can and should do in Germany. 


. What will defeat teach the German people? How can they be made to recog- 
nize the alienation and the “moral recoil” of the rest ‘of the world from what 
they have done? How can Germany be made to understand what National 
Socialism meant? Is this important? Upon what basis do you think Germany 
can reassume her place among the family of nations? 

. What are the dangers in Germany’s becoming a pawn among the great pow- 
ers which would bring disunity to the United Nations? How can sucha situa- 
tion be avoided? How can a common policy in dealing with defeated Germany 
be accomplished by the four occupying nations? In what sense are the prob- 
lems of the settlement of Germany a part of the long-term problems of world 
organization? ° 
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More on This Topic 


CoMMAGER, Henry S. “Germany May Try It Again!” Scholastic, March 12, 
1945. 


Daun, Davw J. “Russia’s Plans for Germany,” American Mercury, October, 
1944. 


Davies, RayMonp ARTHUR. “‘Russia’s Plans for Germany,” New Republic, 
April 30, 1945. Outlines some of Russia’s plans for dealing with German eco- 
nomic problems and with German militarism. 


EpELMAN, MAuvrice. “Will the War Criminals Escape?” New Republic, Febru- 
ary 19, 1945. : 


GELLHORN, MarTua. “‘We Were Never Nazis,” Collier’s, May 26, 1945. 


GLASER, Comstock. “How Germany Won World War III,” Common Sense, 
February, 1945. 


GLUECK, SHELDON. ‘Justice for War Criminals,” American Mercury, March, 
1945. A general discussion of the problems of war criminals which argues that 
the United Nations must present a continuing united front in the performance 
of justice. 


. War Criminals: The Prosecution and Punishment. New York: Knopf, 
1944. A detailed study and analysis of the question of justice for war criminals. 


Hatt, M. “Kind of Germans We Need,” Christian Century, April 18, 1945. 


Knautu, P. “German People,” Life, May 7, 1945. Discusses the few anti-Nazis 
who face the job of redeeming a country that “feels no guilt or shame.” 


Mann, Tuomas. “End: Obituary of the Evil That Overtook the German Soul.” 
Reader’s Digest, May, 1945. 


. “What Is German?” Atlantic, May, 1944. A discussion of the character 
and temperament of the German people by one of its most distinguished writers. 


Marsu, ELLEN. “Anti-Nazi Germans,” New Republic, April 9, 1945. 
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NorpEN, ALBERT. “German Re-education Has Begun,” Protestant, March, 
1945. A discussion of the Russian re-education of German prisoners and the 
situation in German prison camps in America. 


SCHMITT, BERNADOTTE E. What Shall We Do with Germany? “Public Policy 
Pamphlets,” No. 38. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1943. Argues that 
any plan for dealing with Germany must be stern and drastic. 


SHOTWELL, JAMES T. “What Shall We Do about Germany?” Survey Graphic. 
March, 1945. 


SHUSTER, GEORGE N., and BERGSTRAESSER, ARNOLD. Germany: A Short History. 
New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1944. 


Snow, Epear. “Russia’s Antitoxin for Nazi Prisoners,” Saturday Evening Post, 
April 14, 1945. 


STERNBERG, Fritz. ‘““Test for Anti-Nazis,”’ Nation, April 28, 1945. 


THompson, Dorotay. “Obituary for Germany,” Ladies’ Home Journal, May, 
1945. 


TownsEenD, ATwoop H. ‘What the Germans Owe,” Free World, March, 1945, 
Suggests the amount of the debt which the Germans owe for their five-year looting, 
bombing, and killing, etc. 


WoLFre, Henry C. “German Plans for the Next War,” American Mercury, Au- 
gust, 1944. An outline of Nazi plans after military defeat. 


WRIGHT, Lorp. ‘“‘That the Guilty Shall Not Escape,” New York Times Maga- 
zine, May 13, 1945. 
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The following letters are representative of the views expressed by the: 
Rounp TABLE audience on “Should the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Be’ 


Renewed?” broadcast May 27, 1945. 


Timely and Interesting 


This was not only an interesting dis- 
cussion but a timely topic. I believe that 
if anything it was a better program than 
usual, The speakers seemed to have a re- 
spect for each other’s opinion. Of par- 
ticular interest to me was the reference 
to the cotton industry, which, of course, is 
a peculiar problem to the South. Thank 
you for this fine program.—A listener from 
Atlanta, Georgia. 

* 


All-Important Topic ~ 


The importance of such a frank dis- 
cussion of our restrictive tariffs at this 
time cannot be underscored too strongly. 
I especially liked the emphasis upon the 
world-wide importance of lowered tariffs. 
I think that, of all the subjects which 
seem most confusing to the layman, the 
interrelation of trade and foreign markets 
with our own domestic markets is the 
most confusing. Educating people to 
think of their neighborhood store as just 
a link in world markets is a slow process, 
but if they would only stop to think about 
where certain items come from, they 
would begin to grasp the meaning of un- 
restricted trade. The blindest spot of all 
to the average person seems to be his in- 
comprehension that he would benefit so 
much more, just in goods alone, if the 
tariff barrier is lowered. I hope that the 


The People Say.... | 


16 


Rounp TABLE will continue these discus 
sions of this all-important topic.—A /zs- 
tener from Westport, Connecticut. 


* 
Enjoyed Discussion 


We enjoyed the discussion and are glad 
that public opinion is being informed o 
the so-called “protective tariff’? which 
does not, in reality, protect. The experi 
ence of the states in the early days andj 
the consequent legislation abolishing do 
mestic tariffs should also be brought home 
to our people. If tariffs offer no protectiorg] 
as between our states, they cannot offer 
protection as between nations. I would] 
like to conclude by adding that the cheap} 
est labor is the most expensive.—A listenea} 
from Saint Albans, New York. 


* 


Unfair Discussion 


Yesterday at the close of your proj} 
gram on the reciprocal trade aerccmicnel 
the announcer said something abou I 
“various shades of opinion.” If there were) 
any ‘‘various shades” in this particull ll 
program, it was hardly discernible. I a: | 
writing this letter because I seem to have} 
observed this lack of “various shades” 2} 
good many times in recent months. Tha} 
entire panel yesterday was pro-recipro 
cal trade agreement—a most agreeablif 
and cordial get-together. There must bif 


, 
} 


another side (one would never guess it 
from the nature of the discussion) 
_ This is not to question the soundness 
of the arguments of yesterday; it is to 
say that the program was unfair to a dem- 
ocratic public if your purpose is educa- 
tional. For one I’ll call it propaganda— 
good perhaps, but still propaganda. If it 
was never the intention of the Rounp 
TABLE to discuss both sides of an issue, I 
apologize. If the other side has been or 
will be presented, I apologize.—A listener 
from Terre Haute, Indiana. 


* 
Commendable, Yet Weak 


It has always seemed to me that the 
alleged improvement in exports subse- 
quent to the reciprocal trade treaties re- 
quired a good deal of breaking down. 
Those were the years when nations in 
Europe and Asia were rearming, and I 
think that in the interest of accuracy we 
should subtract from the export figures 
the value of scrap, finished steel, bullets, 
and many other articles preparatory to 
war, including oil and foodstuffs. The the- 
ory of reciprocal trade is very commend- 
able. It suggests a fair exchange of goods, 
and few can quarrel with that. But the 
fallacy of trying to work a theory of ex- 
change of goods in conjunction with a 
most-favored-nation commercial policy is, 
in my opinion, where the theory breaks 


ean age My chief criticism of the 
reciprocal trade treaty program is that it 
never did a solitary thing for the two as- 
pects of our economy most in need of 
stimulation—agriculture and mining 
—A listener from Huntington, Long Island, 
New York. 


* 


Not a One-sided Question 


I suppose that a great deal depends 
upon your point of view and whether or 
not this things hits you in the pocketbook. 
Do you suppose that your boys might 
think differently about it if they were en- 
gaged in an industry where the wage rate 
in England was about a third, in Czecho- 
slovakia in 1939 about a fifth, and in 
Japan about a tenth of that prevailing in 
this country? 

One who has everything that he has 
accumulated over thirty-five years of hard 
work in a china industry such as ours has 
a right to be worried when in the hands of 
the committee in Washington is placed 
the ability practically to produce a finan- 
cial death warrant at will Look up 
and see what has been done to the lace in- 
dustry in this country, to the hand-blown 
glass industry, not to mention the pottery 
industry. The writer believes that then 
you will find that this is not a one-sided 
question, even if the ‘“‘eyes of San Fran- 
cisco are upon us.’”—A listener from 
Salem, Ohio. 


ad 
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